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- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication, 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 1 January 2007 . 
23)13 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 10 and 11 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-9 and 12-16 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)IS The drawing(s) filed on 10/13/04 is/are: 3)0 accepted or b)IEI objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)D Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing .Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 
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4) n Inten/iew Summary (PTO-413) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application Is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/11/07 has been entered. 

2. Under the listing of claims the applicant indicates that claim 10 has been 
cancelled but the Claim 10 is not listed as canceled. Furthermore, Claim 1 1 depends 
on Claim 10. If claim 10 is cancelled, claim 1 1 should be cancelled or depend on claims 
other than 10. It appears that the applicant wanted to claims 10 and 1 1 because the 
materials of claims 10 and 1 1 have been presented in the new claims 15 and 16. 

Therefore, the claims 10-1 1 have been assumed to be cancelled and were not 
examined. 

Drawings 

3. Figures 15-17 s should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because 
only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
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applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Offlce 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

4. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. The amended title is too 
general. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

6. Claims 1-7, 9, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ikeya (6439897). 

Ikeya (Figures 1-7) shows an insert comprising a supporting portion 13b for 
supporting an external face of an electronic. component 2 wherein the thickness of the 
portion 13b is less than a distance between a tip or contact portion of the external 
temiinals 2a and a terminal face of the component 2. The supporting portion is 
configured as a thin plate. A plate member 13 comprising the supporting portion faces 
the connection terminals 15 of a sheet-shaped socket. The plate member has an 
opening with a rim for exposing the terminals. The plate member is attached to an insert 
body 12. The insert is attachable to an insert magazine 'of a tray of for holding an area 
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array type electronic component to be tested in a testing apparatus with an electronic 
component handler. The handler and steps involved in testing the component are 
inherent. 

7. Applicant cannot rely upon the foreign priority papers to overcome this rejection 
because a certified copy and translation of said papers has not been made of record in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.55. See MPEP § 201.15. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sicill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ikeya 
(6439897). 

Ikeya discloses all the features of this claim as described except the plate 
member being made of metal. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the instant invention to make the plate member of metal, since it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material 
on the basis of its suitability for the intended use. In re Leshin. 125 USPQ 416. 

10. Claims13, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ikeya (6439897). 

Ikeya discloses all the features these claims except a plurality of inserts and a 
plurality of components to be tested. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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in tlie art at the time of the instant invention to provide a plurality of inserts and a 
plurality of components because this \Nou\d require a mere duplication of essential 
parts, which involve only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Co. vs. Bemis co., 193 USPQ 

a. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . This is a RCE of applicant's earlier Application No. 1 0/780,893. All claims are 
drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been 
finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had 
been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL 
even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no, however, event will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
. 1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892 attached. Saito (7156680) shows an insert and 
component handling apparatus. Other references clearly read on most of the claims. 
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Response to Arguments 



1 3. Applicant's arguments filed 1/1 1/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Insert magazine and tray are not positively claimed in claiml. It simply 
recites an insert attachable. The member 13b is part of an insert 13. Furthermore the 
rejection under 102(b) is proper because the applicant has not submitted any papers to 
document that it is a continuation of a PCT application. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chandrika Prasad whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2099. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor can be reached at (571) 272-2800 ext 39. The fax number is 
(703) 872-9306. 
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14. Any correspondence to this action may be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 
Post Office Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Chandrika Prasad 

Primary examiner 
January 31, 2007 




